AN  APPRECIATION               169

The second incident is of a wholly different
character. When Ecce Homo appeared in 1866,
Church wrote a long and remarkable review of it.1
The book, as every one knows, was published
anonymously, and there were many guesses at
its unknown author. Since the publication of the
letters of Church's intimate friend, Lord Blach-
ford,2 it has turned out that Church wrote his
review under the impression that Ecce Homo was
the work of Newman 1 Is it to be wondered that,
in face of so strange a blunder by so qualified a
judge, some have been led to ask whether in other
fields of critical inquiry men may not be hanging
on differences or similarities of language and style
a weight which they are wholly unable to bear ? 3

There are few among the world's great workers
the net result of whose work it is more difficult
accurately to estimate than the journalist, but in
Dean Church's case it was certainly very great.
The Guardian has long been the most influential
journal in English Church circles ; and for more
than a quarter of a century his was the clearest
and strongest voice in its councils. When his

22, 1896.    It is worthy of note that the Daily News and the
Guardian both issued their first numbers on the same day.

1  Occasional Papers, vol. ii, p. 133.

2  Letters of Lord Blachford, pp. 260-2.

3  See, for example, Sir W. Robertson ISTicoll's Church's One
Foundation (Pop. ed.), p, 39,